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the first place we must draw attention to the fact that
either distinction can be made as obvious as we please,
and be so stated as to give us no more trouble, provided
we are content to follow a line of treatment by which
clear dualisms can always be extracted from the most
entangled dualities. This consists briefly in abstracting
the respective differentia of the two members of the
antithesis for the purposes of distinction, and abstracting
away all else so as to leave a clear space intervening for
the exclusive use of the mind in its to-and-fro passages
in between. Thus, to take the first antithesis, all chance
of mutual interference between the opposing terms is
removed by stating that natural science deals with the
" mere is," and normative discipline with the " should
be" or the "ought," provided the further stipulation is
made that the " is" is a mere question of events or
occurrences, obeying fixed laws of their own in com-
plete indifference to the ends towards which they
may be diverted by a regulative discipline. Thus the
machinery of association is paraded as a mere " is"
which thinking can freely regulate in conformity with
ideals of which the machinery gives no hint A difficulty
arises, however, when we seek to render intelligible this
relation between the " is " and the " ought" in conformity
with the principles of Continuity.1 The attempt is then
made as a rule to show that the ideal is immanent in the
actual, and only needs a little elaboration to fulfil a true
regulative office; unfortunately the processes whereby
the actual assimilates and digests the ideal are not
usually well-considered, so that the device comes to
nothing more than the trick of conveying the ideal into
the actual, and then withdrawing it when needed, with
all the deftness and complacency of a prestidigitist.
Indeed it must be so unless the " is" is otherwise
understood than as a serious of " occurrences" or mere
" events in time." Hence this distinction on closer view
reveals ambiguities and uncertainties of a fundamental

1 Cf. the blank amazement of Professor Liebmann in that most delightful
chapter " Gehirn und Geist" of his book Zur Analysis tier Wirklichktit.